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SEC. 2. FINDINGS AND PURPOSES. 

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress finds the fol-
lowing: 

(1) For millions of today’s working fami-
lies, child care is an essential ingredient of 
their success. Child care helps children, fam-
ilies, and communities prosper, and helps the 
Nation maintain its competitive edge. 

(2) Close to 12,000,000 children under age 5, 
and 10,000,000 over the age of 5, are in some 
type of child care setting each day. 

(3) More than 60 percent of children are 
cared for regularly in a child care setting. 

(4) Recent polls of working parents found 
that parents are primarily concerned about 
safety and quality of care, followed by cost. 

(5) Nationally, the most common form of 
death among post-neonatal infants under age 
1 is death occurring during sleep, as a result 
of incorrect sleeping practices. 

(6) According to the Centers for Disease 
Control and Prevention, each year in the 
United States, more than 4,500 infants die 
suddenly of no immediately obvious cause. 
Half of these sudden unexpected infant 
deaths are due to Sudden Infant Death Syn-
drome, the leading cause of sudden unex-
pected infant deaths and all deaths among 
infants who are not younger than 1 month 
but younger than 12 months. 

(7) Researchers estimate that child care 
settings account for at least 20 percent of 
sudden unexpected infant deaths in the 
United States. 

(8) In its 2011 report on child care center li-
censing regulations, Child Care Aware of 
America, formerly known as the National 
Association of Child Care Resource and Re-
ferral Agencies, noted that— 

(A) extensive research and recommenda-
tions from organizations like the American 
Academy of Pediatrics and the National Cen-
ters for Disease Control and Prevention 
favor simple life-saving safe sleep strategies 
to eliminate serious risk factors for Sudden 
Infant Death Syndrome and sudden unex-
pected infant death; and 

(B) the strategies noted in subparagraph 
(A) are not universally required under the 
Child Care and Development Block Grant 
Act of 1990 nor in the majority of State child 
care regulations. 
SEC. 3. GOALS. 

Section 658A(b)(5) of the Child Care and De-
velopment Block Grant Act of 1990 (42 U.S.C. 
9858 note) is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(5) to ensure the health, safety, develop-
ment and well-being of children in programs 
supported under this subchapter and to as-
sist States in improving the overall quality 
of child care services and programs by imple-
menting the health, safety, licensing, and 
oversight standards established in State law 
(including regulations).’’. 
SEC. 4. APPLICATION AND PLAN. 

Section 658E(c)(2)(F) of the Child Care and 
Development Block Grant Act of 1990 (42 
U.S.C. 6858c(c)(2)(F)) is amended by striking 
clause (iii) and all that follows and inserting 
the following: 

‘‘(iii) minimum health and safety training 
appropriate to the provider setting, includ-
ing training on cardiopulmonary resuscita-
tion, first aid, safe sleep practices and other 
sudden unexpected infant death prevention 
strategies.’’. 
SEC. 5. ACTIVITIES TO PROMOTE CHILD SAFETY 

AND IMPROVE THE QUALITY OF 
CHILD CARE. 

Section 658G of the Child Care and Devel-
opment Block Grant Act of 1990 (42 U.S.C. 
9858e) is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘choice, and’’ and inserting 
‘‘choice,’’; and 

(2) by striking the period and inserting 
‘‘training (including training in safe sleep 
practices, first aid, and cardiopulmonary re-

suscitation), and other activities designed to 
ensure and improve the health and safety of 
children receiving child care services under 
this subchapter.’’. 
SEC. 6. DISSEMINATION OF MATERIALS AND IN-

FORMATION ON SAFE SLEEP AND 
OTHER SUDDEN UNEXPECTED IN-
FANT DEATH PREVENTION STRATE-
GIES. 

Section 658K of the Child Care and Devel-
opment Block Grant Act of 1990 (42 U.S.C. 
9858i) is amended— 

(1) by striking the section header and in-
serting the following: 
‘‘SEC. 658K. REPORTS, AUDITS, AND INFORMA-

TION.’’ 
; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(c) INFORMATION ON SUDDEN UNEXPECTED 

INFANT DEATH PREVENTION STRATEGIES.—The 
Secretary, working with the Director of the 
Centers for Disease Control and Prevention 
and the Director of the Eunice Kennedy 
Shriver National Institute of Child Health 
and Human Development, shall— 

‘‘(1) update training, instructional mate-
rials, and other information on safe sleep 
practices and other sudden unexpected infant 
death prevention strategies; and 

‘‘(2) widely distribute the training, mate-
rials, and information to parents, child care 
providers, pediatricians, home visitors, com-
munity colleges, and other individuals and 
entities.’’. 

By Mr. KIRK: 
S. 1496. A bill to enhance taxpayer 

accountability at public transportation 
agencies; to the Committee on Bank-
ing, Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

Mr. KIRK. Mr. President, I rise to ad-
dress a crisis of confidence at 
Chicagoland’s suburban commuter rail-
road—Metra. Metra plays a vital role 
for our area—reducing congestion and 
carrying thousands of suburban resi-
dents to and from Chicago each day. 
But recent developments highlight a 
troubled transit system and a misuse 
of public dollars. 

Earlier this summer it was reported 
that Metra CEO Alex Clifford received 
a severance package worth nearly 
$750,000 following allegations of polit-
ical influence at the agency. Clifford 
received $442,237 alone just to buyout 
the remaining term of his contract, on 
top of $307,390 for an additional 12 
months if he is unable to find new em-
ployment. 

This is a gross misuse of public dol-
lars. With this action, Metra’s former 
CEO makes more than President 
Obama, who currently makes $400,000 a 
year. I asked the Congressional Re-
search Service how this golden para-
chute ranks compared to the annual 
salary of the top ten largest transit 
agencies in the country, and the re-
sults were surprising. Each of the top 
10 largest transit systems pays their 
chief executive no more than $350,000, 
meaning Metra, the 24th largest transit 
agency in the country, had the highest 
earning CEO. 

Fortunately federal taxpayer dollars 
did not contribute to Clifford’s golden 
parachute. But Metra is expected to re-
ceive more than $135 million in federal 
capital dollars. If our local government 
bodies can’t be trusted to be good stew-
ards of the public, then the Congress 

should step in to put in place reason-
able taxpayer protections. 

Today I have introduced the Public 
Transportation Accountability Act 
which for the first time will put limits 
on executive compensation at public 
transit agencies that receive federal 
funds. No executive or employee of a 
transit agency would be able to receive 
annual compensation that is greater 
than that of the President of the 
United States. This is a common sense 
bill that sadly is necessary to safe-
guard taxpayers’ pocketbooks. 

f 

SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS 

SENATE RESOLUTION 222—SUP-
PORTING THE GOALS AND 
IDEALS OF NATIONAL SAVE FOR 
RETIREMENT WEEK, INCLUDING 
RAISING PUBLIC AWARENESS OF 
THE VARIOUS TAX-PREFERRED 
RETIREMENT VEHICLES AND IN-
CREASING PERSONAL FINANCIAL 
LITERACY 

Mr. CARDIN (for himself and Mr. 
ENZI) submitted the following resolu-
tion; which was considered and agreed 
to: 

S. RES. 222 

Whereas people in the United States are 
living longer, and the cost of retirement is 
increasing significantly; 

Whereas Social Security remains the bed-
rock of retirement income for the great ma-
jority of the people of the United States but 
was never intended by Congress to be the 
sole source of retirement income for fami-
lies; 

Whereas recent data from the Employee 
Benefit Research Institute indicates that, in 
the United States, less than 3⁄5 of workers or 
their spouses are saving for retirement, and 
the amount that workers have saved for re-
tirement is much less than the amount they 
need to adequately fund their retirement 
years; 

Whereas the financial literacy of workers 
in the United States is important to their 
understanding of the need to save for retire-
ment; 

Whereas saving for retirement is a key 
component of overall financial health and se-
curity during retirement years, and the im-
portance of financial literacy in planning for 
retirement must be advocated; 

Whereas many workers may not be aware 
of their options in saving for retirement or 
may not have focused on the importance of, 
and need for, saving for retirement; 

Whereas, although many employees have 
access through their employers to defined 
benefit and defined contribution plans to as-
sist them in preparing for retirement, many 
of those employees may not be taking advan-
tage of those plans at all or to the full extent 
allowed by Federal law; 

Whereas saving for retirement is necessary 
even during economic downturns or market 
declines, which makes continued contribu-
tions all the more important; 

Whereas all workers, including public and 
private sector employees, employees of tax- 
exempt organizations, and self-employed in-
dividuals, can benefit from developing per-
sonal budgets and financial plans that in-
clude retirement savings strategies that 
take advantage of tax-preferred retirement 
savings vehicles; and 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S6381 September 11, 2013 
Whereas the week October 20 through Oc-

tober 26, 2013 has been designated as ‘‘Na-
tional Save for Retirement Week’’: Now, 
therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 
(1) supports the goals and ideals of Na-

tional Save for Retirement Week, including 
raising public awareness of the importance 
of saving adequately for retirement; 

(2) supports the need to raise public aware-
ness of a variety of ways to save for retire-
ment that are favored under the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 and that, although uti-
lized by many people in the United States, 
should be utilized by more; and 

(3) calls on States, localities, schools, uni-
versities, nonprofit organizations, busi-
nesses, other entities, and the people of the 
United States to observe National Save for 
Retirement Week with appropriate programs 
and activities, with the goal of increasing 
the retirement savings and personal finan-
cial literacy of all people in the United 
States. 

f 

AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED AND 
PROPOSED 

SA 1852. Mr. WHITEHOUSE (for himself 
and Mrs. BOXER) submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed by him to the bill S. 
1392, to promote energy savings in residen-
tial buildings and industry, and for other 
purposes; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 1853. Mr. BARRASSO (for himself, Mr. 
ENZI, and Mr. FLAKE) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill S. 1392, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 1854. Mr. BARRASSO (for himself and 
Mr. FLAKE) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by him to the bill S. 
1392, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 1855. Mr. FRANKEN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill S. 1392, supra; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

SA 1856. Ms. KLOBUCHAR (for herself and 
Mr. HOEVEN) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by her to the bill S. 
1392, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 1857. Mr. RUBIO submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill S. 1392, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 1858. Mr. WYDEN (for Mr. MERKLEY) 
proposed an amendment to the bill S. 1392, 
supra. 

SA 1859. Ms. STABENOW submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by her 
to the bill S. 1392, supra; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

SA 1860. Mrs. GILLIBRAND submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by her 
to the bill S. 1392, supra; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

SA 1861. Mr. JOHNSON of Wisconsin (for 
himself and Mr. COBURN) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill S. 1392, supra; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

SA 1862. Mr. JOHNSON of Wisconsin (for 
himself and Mr. COBURN) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill S. 1392, supra; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

SA 1863. Mr. ENZI (for himself, Mr. BAR-
RASSO, and Mr. FLAKE) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill S. 1392, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 1864. Mr. ENZI (for himself and Mr. 
BARRASSO) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by him to the bill S. 

1392, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 1865. Mr. TOOMEY (for himself, Mr. 
COBURN, Mr. FLAKE, and Mr. RISCH) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed by him to the bill S. 1392, supra; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1866. Mr. VITTER (for himself, Mr. 
ENZI, Mr. HELLER, Mr. LEE, Mr. JOHNSON of 
Wisconsin, and Mr. INHOFE) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill S. 1392, supra; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

SA 1867. Mr. COBURN submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill S. 1392, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 1868. Mr. COBURN submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill S. 1392, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 1869. Mr. COBURN submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill S. 1392, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 1870. Mr. COBURN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill S. 1392, supra; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

SA 1871. Mr. MCCONNELL (for himself, Mr. 
COATS, Mr. CORNYN, Mr. COBURN, Mr. ALEX-
ANDER, Mr. BARRASSO , Mr. BURR, Mr. RISCH, 
Mr. JOHANNS, Ms. AYOTTE, Mr. BLUNT, Mr. 
MORAN, and Mr. HOEVEN) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill S. 1392, supra; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

SA 1872. Mr. VITTER submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill S. 1392, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 1873. Mr. COBURN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill S. 1392, supra; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

SA 1874. Mr. COBURN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill S. 1392, supra; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

SA 1875. Mr. COBURN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill S. 1392, supra; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

SA 1876. Mr. THUNE submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill S. 1392, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 1877. Mr. BENNET (for himself and Mr. 
COBURN) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed by him to the bill S. 1392, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1878. Mr. BLUMENTHAL submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill S. 1392, supra; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

SA 1879. Mr. SESSIONS (for himself and 
Mr. PRYOR) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by him to the bill S. 
1392, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 1880. Mr. LEE submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed by him to the bill S. 
1392, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 1881. Mr. PRYOR (for himself, Mr. 
ALEXANDER, Mr. BEGICH, Mr. BOOZMAN, Mr. 
COONS, Mr. HEINRICH, Mr. TESTER, and Mr. 
UDALL of New Mexico) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill S. 1392, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 1882. Mr. INHOFE submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill S. 1392, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 1883. Mr. INHOFE submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill S. 1392, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 1884. Mr. INHOFE submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill S. 1392, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 1885. Ms. LANDRIEU (for herself and 
Mr. WICKER) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by her to the bill S. 
1392, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 1886. Ms. LANDRIEU (for herself, Mr. 
WICKER, and Mr. PRYOR) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by her 
to the bill S. 1392, supra; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

f 

TEXT OF AMENDMENTS 

SA 1852. Mr. WHITEHOUSE (for him-
self and Mrs. BOXER) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill S. 1392, to promote en-
ergy savings in residential buildings 
and industry, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the beginning of title IV, insert the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. 4ll. BUDGET-NEUTRAL DEMONSTRATION 

PROGRAM FOR ENERGY AND WATER 
CONSERVATION IMPROVEMENTS AT 
MULTIFAMILY RESIDENTIAL UNITS. 

(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary of 
Housing and Urban Development (referred to 
in this section as the ‘‘Secretary’’) shall es-
tablish a demonstration program under 
which, during the period beginning on Octo-
ber 1, 2013, and ending on September 30, 2016, 
the Secretary may enter into budget-neu-
tral, performance-based agreements that re-
sult in a reduction in energy or water costs 
with such entities as the Secretary deter-
mines to be appropriate under which the en-
tities shall carry out projects for energy or 
water conservation improvements at not 
more than 20,000 residential units in multi-
family buildings participating in— 

(1) the project-based rental assistance pro-
gram under section 8 of the United States 
Housing Act of 1937 (42 U.S.C. 1437f), other 
than assistance provided under section 8(o) 
of that Act; 

(2) the supportive housing for the elderly 
program under section 202 of the Housing 
Act of 1959 (12 U.S.C. 1701q); or 

(3) the supportive housing for persons with 
disabilities program under section 811(d)(2) 
of the Cranston-Gonzalez National Afford-
able Housing Act (42 U.S.C. 8013(d)(2)). 

(b) REQUIREMENTS.— 
(1) PAYMENTS CONTINGENT ON SAVINGS.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall pro-

vide to an entity a payment under an agree-
ment under this section only during applica-
ble years for which an energy or water cost 
savings is achieved with respect to the appli-
cable multifamily portfolio of properties, as 
determined by the Secretary, in accordance 
with subparagraph (B). 

(B) PAYMENT METHODOLOGY.— 
(i) IN GENERAL.—Each agreement under 

this section shall include a pay-for-success 
provision— 

(I) that will serve as a payment threshold 
for the term of the agreement; and 

(II) pursuant to which the Department of 
Housing and Urban Development shall share 
a percentage of the savings at a level deter-
mined by the Secretary that is sufficient to 
cover the administrative costs of carrying 
out this section. 

(ii) LIMITATIONS.—A payment made by the 
Secretary under an agreement under this 
section shall— 

(I) be contingent on documented utility 
savings; and 
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